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1 Thirty years ago some regulations for glanders in| ABSTRACTS FROM FOREIGN JOURNALS, 
your horses were embodied in the Contagious Diseases 
ry the (Animals) Act. Other diseases have repeatedly had | Panes’ 
"be a their regulations brought up to the level of scientific | Torticontis Equi Exirus Leranis (Drstor- 
d the- knowledge, and great success has attended each ad-| tion or tHe Neck wit Fara Enpinc.)—By Vet. 
sa i vance in prophylactic action. Noattempts have ever| Surgeon C. Haase, of Hohemndlsen. 
ate been made to put the regulations for glanders on a Whil ' ; 
~ level with scientific knowledge, and consequently the lst I was reading a case of luxation of the 
we disease remains with us killing thousands of horses | V°ttebra in the horse recorded by Veterinary Surgeon 
find and some human beings. It was pointed out to the Tiburtius, of Soldan, and wondering whether the 
yo President of the Board of Agriculture some years favourable results therein recorded would be lasting, 
, wel- back by a deputation that the prevalence of glanders | 1, WS called to the treatment of a horse similarly 
red to among the horses of the civil population would affected. This case, however, differed from that re- 
ee inevitably cause inefficiency in the Army if ever our |°'4ed by Tiburtius, because of its unfavourable 
angen forces were mobilised for war. The then President | **™ation, although the pathological changes which 
—_ airily put aside this warning by saying that the War caused it were at the commencement proportionately 
Office had made no complaint to him. The reflection | ‘*!8nificant, on which account I consider the case 
on the War Office was doubtless deserved, but the worth recording. P 
ite. condition of our horses in South Africa should now|, be history consisted of three portions. 1. The 
move the authorities to take some action. The Army | }0tS¢ 14 days previously, whilst pulling a heavy load 
Veterinary Department might well ask the War of corn uphill, had fallen on his knees and struck 
ali Office to tell the Board of Agriculture what effects oo ae on the ground, since which time food 
ieee upon horse efficiency has resulted from ignoring the i rink had been badly taken. 2. The horse had 
But i prevalence of disease in our large towns. Our own! )°©D accustomed to lie as far forward as possible in 
F some m™ Army which had been free from glanders for years is his stall so that his head was under the projecting 
shat is now again infected. At least two garrison towns have | ™#Pger, and in getting up the horse might have 
tlemen had experience of serious outbreaks. The horses at caused the luxation himself by violent contact with 
fe un the Cape are widely infected, and this year is showing the manger. 3. The owner had the idea that the 
i an increased prevalence at home over last year. horse being off feed was due to irregular teeth, and 
- a It is difficult to understand why the Board of Agri- the farrier had regulated these. He, however, had 
wh aed culture should adopt the policy of doing nothing not done much to the horse. How long the head had 
ily for with glanders in face of the facts. The leading been held awry could not be got at. On arrival I 
‘ion !— local authorities have petitioned the Board for more found the horse, a three-quarter bred one of Belgian 
)TER. powers. The veterinary profession has unanimously | breed, in good condition, standing with head down- 
expressed an opinion that the disease may be easily | C@S¢ in the stall ; the head was much inclined to the 
and certainly stamped out. A Departmental Com- off side. Feeling affected, eyelids slightly drooping, 
W.C. mittee has reported that increased stringency of conjunctive highly injected, dribbling of saliva. 
action is necessary, but still the Board does nothing. Neighbourhood of mouth and mucous membrane of 
he ~ In the case of every other scheduled disease pro- the mouth swollen and inflamed, and on the latter a 
=| her My Ysion is made for the prevention of spread by “ in- few superficial wounds. Examination of the mouth 
writable contact” animals. In the case of glanders no pre- difficult, the opening of the mouth causing pain and 
vision is made for any but the positively diseased. | the horse resenting it; temp., per rectum, 38:4”. On 
to the A stud of horses may be infected for years, one or being taken out the animal’s equilibrium showed 
beyons mm ‘vo developed cases per month may be detected and | “8S of being upset, and the hind quarters swayed 
bedient mm ‘lughtered, but the law carefully forbids the inspec- to and fro, The head in progression was still held 
nea : testo interfere with the horses that have fed and inclined to the right side, so that the hinder portion 
a an worked with the diseased ones, although everyone of the wall of the upper jaw rested in a depression on 
: un . knows that many of them are infected and in- the right side, and the cleft of the mouth was held 
tive. some distance in front of the right shoulder. On the 
eg The law of course is absurdly inefficient. Every left side, at the occipito-atloid articulation, a hard 
eo é ierinarian, every horseman, and most local authori- swelling as big as one’s fist was noticeable, caused 
ee : és with experience, know what alteration is re- undoubtedly by the projecting left wing of the 
mm ted—only the Board of Agriculture is ignorant. atlas. 
i Uman life, Army efficiency and constant loss of; Diagnosis. Torticollis ; luxation of the occipito- 
, Valuable horses should be arguments of weight with | atloid joint, the cause of which could not be accur- 
government department that has the matter en- | ately determined. 
me “tly in its own hands. 
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Treatment and Course. 
reposition. I placed one helper directly in front of 
the horse and ordered him to stretch the horse’s 
head slightly upwards by means of a good bridle 
attached to both rings of the bit. I placed a second 
helper on the right side of the animal, who fixed the 
neck by means of a girth which was fastened round 
the left side of the neck at the height of the second 
and third cervical vertebra. I took up my position 
standing on a stool on the near side of the neck. With 
the right hand I exercised a gradually increasing 
pressure on the left wing of the atlas, whilst seizing 
the left bit ring with the left hand I drew the head 
to the left as much as possible. Reduction was fully 
accomplished, and the head could even be slightly 
inclined to the left. There was no crepitation sound 
which would have indicated a fracture. However, 
the animal threatened to throw himself down on the 
off side so I had to let go the head again. The 
animal then immediately recovered his equilibrium 
and the head went back to its original position. 
Further attempts to put the head in its proper posi- 
tion by bandaging were unsuccessful, luxation always 
recurred. For the inflammation of the mouth acidu- 
lated water was used. The horse seemed to get live- 
lier daily. Food and drink were, however, only taken 
in small quantities. 

On the fourth day temperature was 39°2; inflam- 
ae of mouth subsided and food and water taken 

tter. 

On the ninth day the anima: fell down and could 
not stand although supported. 

On the eleventh day death occurred. 

Post-mortem. After ex-articulation of the lower 
jaw one of the posterior tholars of the near row had 
its internal edge completely broken off; all the re- 
maining teeth were normal. The occipito-atloid 
ligaments were greatly stretched but not ruptured. 
The joint contained nothing abnormal. The button- 
like continuations of the occipital bone deviated from 

_ their normal position to the left; the greater portion 
of the left one being outside the cavity of the joint, 
the right one occupied a great portion of the lumen of 
the spinal canal and exerted pressure on the elonga- 
ted spinal cord and its coverings. The processes of 
the atlas were discoloured at their edges and eroded 
through friction against the occipital bone. The 
dura mater at the first and second cervical vertebra 
was coloured saffron yellow. The subdural cavity 
contained a small quantity of cerebro-spinal fluid. 
There was pachymeningitis hcoemorrhagica of the 
dura ; cavities of the brain without abnormal contents. 
Covering of the brain dark red. White substance of 
tbe brain as of the medulla blanched and anemic. 

I do not think that rough treatment in shearing 
off the sharp tooth was the cause of the injury. The 
injuries to the mucous membrane of the mouth and 
the inflammation of the mouth must have been 
caused by the resistance the animal offered to the 
introduction of the mouth gag and to manipulation 
in the mouth. For all that 1 am of opinion that the 
luxation had occurred before this operation was 
undertaken. One of the other two traumatic causes 
of the accident must therefore be blamed. 

After maceration of the atlas and the articular por- 


! 
I immediately attempted 


tion of the occipital bone showed however that the 
component parts of the joint predisposed to and 
favoured luxation. Contrasting the atlas of the horse 
in question (No. 2) with that of another horse (No, 1) 
and viewing them from their inferior surfaces, I noted 
that the atlas of the affected horse was broader and 
shorter than that of its companion. In keeping 
with its shortness its articular cavity was also more 
superficial than that of No.1. This was especially 
noticeable in regard to its articular processes, which 
were in No. 1 considerably longer than in No. 2. Also 
the cutting out of these two atlases differed consider- 
ably ; that of No. 1 was deep and narrow—about an 
inch and a half from the base to the summit of the 
process, and two inches and threequarters from the 
summit of one process to that of the other. The 
cutting out of No. 2 was broad and shallow, only 
about an inch and one-eighth from base to summit, 
and about three inches and three-quarters from the 
summit of one process across to that of the other. 
The union of the luxated joint was therefore propor- 
tionately much weaker than that of No. 1, and herein 
lay the predisposition for the occurrence of luxation. 
The cause of the luxation seemed to me plainly to be 
the repeated striking of the head on the manger, pro- 
ducing a gradual extension and laxity of the capsule 
and ligaments of the occipito-atloid joint.—Berliner 
Thierarzt Woch. 
G.M. 


ELECTION ADDRESSES. 


To the Fellows and Members of 
The Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons. 


Gentlemen,—I have had the honour to be nomin- 
ated by the Yorksbire Veterinary Medical Association 
as a candidate for the forthcoming election of Council. 
Although my opinions generally are well known to 
members in the North, having been two years Presi- 
dent of the Lancashire Veterinary Medical Associa- 
tion, still I feel it my duty to state briefly to the 
profession as a whole my views on those subjects 
which most engage its attention at the present time. 

I feel strongly that the prestige of our profession 
should not only be maintained but raised, and there- 
fore should support a uniform entrance examination 
of a high standard 

I am of opinion that a firm stand should be made 
against all encroachments on our duties by outsiders, 
(as, e.g. in the appointment of meat and dairy 1n- 
spectors). 

Any reforms which may engage the attention 0 
the Council, and have for their object the safeguard- 
ing of the interests of individual members, oF the 
promotion of the welfare of the profession as a whole, 
would have my warm support. I will 

Should you do me the honour to elect me, * W! 
endeavour to merit your confidence to the best of my 


ability.— Yours faithfully, 
F.R.C.V.S. 


Huddersfield. 
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To the Fellows and Members of 


The Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons. 


Gentlemen,—My friend Mr. Winter, of Limerick, 
and myself have been selected as the candidates of 
the entire profession in Ireland for seats on the Coun- 
cil of the Royal College. 

We offer ourselves as candidates and solicit your 
support not—as has been well said—to gratify any 

rsonal ambition, however laudable, but in order 
more effectually to defend Irish practitioners from 
threatened injustice and State-aided competition. 

Through the courtesy of the Editor of The Veteri- 
nary Record you will have had an opportunity of 
examining the scheme which has been adopted for the 
management of the proposed Irish Veterinary College. 
If you think with us that the profession should be 
directly represented on the Board of Governors of a 
State-aided veterinary college ; that teachers paid less 
than artisan’s wages will not be in a position to im- 
part the best instruction to veterinary students ; and 
that an Institution founded and aided by public 
funds should not enter into unfair and destructive 
competition with the profession it is professedly 
founded to assist, then we ask you to help us to 
alter or amend this scheme by electing us on the 
Council. 

Outside this, if you do me the honour of electing 
me every veterinary interest shall have my best and 
most constant attention.—I have the honour to be, 
gentlemen, your faithful servant, 

W. A. Byrne. 


Castle Strange, 
Roscommon, Ireland. 


To the Fellows and Members of 
The Veterinary Profession. 


Gentlemen,—In allowing my name to be put for- 
ward with that of my friend Mr. Byrne for election 
as @ member of the Council of the R.C V.S., I do so 
with the utmost confidence that we shall both receive 
sufficient support as the nominees of the profession 
in Ireland to entitle us to a seat on the Council. We 
both have the interests of the profession at heart, 
and shall do all in our power to establish those 
interests and support them. We have already done, 
in this country, what we can to bring the members of 
the profession together and strengthen their hands 
by carrying out the principle of our motto Vis unita 
fortior; and our labours have been rewarded, more 
even by the firm establishment of the two Irish 
Societies than by the honourable positions in which 
the members have placed us. Mr. Byrne is presi- 
dent of one society and I have the honour to be a 
"ce-president of both ; and the fact that the profes- 
Sion at large, as well as those societies, has chosen 
8 as representatives shows its confidence in us to 

guard its interests. The Irish practitioners rely 
ot the sense of fair-play inherent in their brethren 
ross the water to secure the election of the repre- 
“ntatives of the three hundred and odd members in 

‘Scountry. It is particularly necessary at this time 


that Irishmen should be represented on the Council, 
owing to the establishment of the Royal Veterinary 
College of Ireland, several matters in connection with 
said college calling for remedial legislation, and the 
profession having been ignored altogether by the 
promoters. 

I am in favour of having a standard preliminary 
examination for all the teaching schools, fixed by the 
Council and independent of any other body or 
authority. 

1 will strongly oppose any attempt to deprive the 
members of the R.C.V.S. of their lawful position as 
Inspectors of markets, dairies, meat, and contagious. 
diseases of animals. 

I shall also endeavour to bring practitioners at 
both sides of the channel into closer touch, and}by 
bringing about concerted action on'the part of the 
members, compel the authorities and the public at 
large to recognise the usefulness and power for good 
wielded by the profession.—! remain, gentlemen, 
faithfully yours, 

E. C. Wiyter, F.R.C.V.S. 

Limerick, May 23rd. 


To the Fellows and Members of 
The Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons. 


Gentlemen,—As one who has taken a keen inter- 
est in the education of students, and in the welfare 
and progress of the profession and veterinary science, 
I appeal to you for your votes and interest at the 
forthcoming election.—I have the honour to be, 
yours faithfully, 

A. E. Merram, 


To the Fellows and Members of 
The Veterinary Profession. 


Gentlemen,—I have again the honour to be 
nominated as candidate for our Council, and now ask 
the favour of the votes and support of members of 
the profession. 

I am not the nominee of any Veterinary Medical 
Association and am therefore dependent upon my 
personal influence for success at this election. » A 
glance at the list of attendances attached to the 
voting-paper will show that I am in the unique 
position (except for the president) of having been 
present at all the meetings of the Council during the 
past year, and am also a working member of several 
committees. 

The preliminary educational test of our students is 
again giving rise to considerable discussion, it being 
doubtful if the examinations held by the Educational 
Institute of Scotland and the College of Preceptors 
in London, are of equal severity. All such suspicion 
of inequality is being inquired into and must be re- 
moved. It is suggested by some that as the educa- 
tional test of medica! students has been advanced 
that of veterinary students should also again be in- 
creased in severity ; being of opinion that our present 


standard meets all requirements I am opposed to such 
further increase of the educationa] test, and think 
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that the seventeenth or eighteenth years of a lad 
aspiring to our profession can be more profitably spent 
in acquiring practical knowledge with a veterinary 
surgeon than in studying advanced classics and 
mathematics at a school. 

It is regrettable that, owing to the action of its 
president, we cannot just now take further steps to 
bring our just claims to be appointed as inspectors of 
meat before the Local Government Board. Our 
Council for some time past has taken an active 
interest in the question of meat inspection, and this 
subject will continue to occupy its earnest attention. 

The London County Council and other public 
bodies are advocating the periodical inspection of 
dairy cows; this subject is coming to the front and 
must be carefully watched to safeguard the interests 
of the veterinary profession and to oppose the efforts 
of some medical men who appear to be desirous of 
supplanting us. 

Another matter requiring continued attention is 
the inclusion of the veterinary profession within the 
provisions of The Companies Act, which is now be- 
fore a committee of the House of Commons. If so 
included it will prevent any limited liability company 
carrying on the practice and business of veterinary 
surgery and will save us for all time from competition 
with financial adventurers. 

The position of the members of the Army Veteri- 
nary Department is receiving very careful con- 
sideration by our Council: the action of The Board 
of Agriculture towards the Veterinary profession re- 
quires equally careful watching. 

The Financial position of our College, the estab- 
lishment of a Veterinyry School in Ireland, the 
enormous increase in the sale and advertisement of 
Quack Veterinary Medicines together with our own 
inability to advertise, and many other important 
matters, must engage the attention of the Council in 
the near future. 

If you again honour .me with election I shall 


- endeavour to carry out my duties faithfully and 


prove myself worthy of your confidence. 
Yours faithfully, 
Sipney VILiar. 
Harrow-on-the-Hill, 
May 22nd, 1900. 


VICTORIA VETERINARY BENEVOLENT FUND. 


46 Lewisham High Road, 
New Cross, S.E. 
Dear Sir, 

I have the honour to get herewith, on behalf of 
the Council, the Second Annual Balance Sheet and 
General Statement of Accounts of the above Fund. , 

‘The Council cannot but feel that the Society has met 
with considerable success, but desire to express the 
earnest hope that each member of the profession will. 
strive further to augment the number of donors and sub- 
scribers to the Fund. 

During the past year the sum of £238 2s. 5d. has been 
received, made upas follows : Subscriptions, £120 2s, 6d. 
Life Members, £52 10s. 6d. ; Donations, £65 9s. 5d., full 
particulars of which are enclosed. Consols to the amount 
of £800 have been purchased at a cost of £795 1s., 


respect of which a dividend of £5 6s. 4d. has already 
been received, and a further sum of £9 2s. 11d., has 
accrued from interest on bank deposits. 

Many distressing cases of poverty have been considered 
by the Council, and relief to the extent of £62 has been 
afforded during the past year. Owing to the desire of the 
Council to establish the Fund on a sound and permanent 
basis, they have only been able to assist those who have 
been much distressed ; it is to be hoped, however, that 
every member of the profession will endeavour to assist 
in a movement which has already considerably alleviated 
the poverty and distress of some of our poorer brethren 
and their families, while at present fresh cases of a most 
painful nature are awaiting the consideration of the 
Council. 

The following gentlemen constituted the first Council: 
Professors er M’Fadyean, Macqueen, Dewar, 
Messrs. Price, Merrick, Blakeway, Elphick, W. Shipley, 
Junr., Allen, W. F. Barrett, Jno. A. W. Dollar, Burrell, 
Sheather, Hartley, E. Coieman, Villar, F. W. Wragg, 
L. Barrett, J. R. Carless. 

Professor Penberthy was elected first President of the 
Society. 

Five Members of the Council have retired ; the follow- 
ing gentlemen have been duly nominated to fill the 
vacancies, viz., Messrs. Dewar, Elphick, J. F. Simpson, 
F. W. Wragg and W. F. Barrett, who being eligible, offer 
themselves for election at the next Annual General 
Meeting. 

The Second Annual General Meeting will be held at 
10 Red Lion Square, on the 6th day of June next, 
immediately after the Annual Meeting of the Royal 
College of Veterinary Surgeons. The Council earnestly 
hope that you will make every possible effort to be 
present. 

AGENDA OF MEETING. 

. Minutes of the previous Annual General Meeting. 
. Correspondence. 
. Council’s Report. 
. Election to vacancies on the Council. 
. Election of Trustees. 
. Election of Auditors. 
. Any other Business. 

I am, dear sir, yours faithfully, 


W. F. Barrett, Hon. Sec. & Treas. 


SID Oe 


List of those who have become Life Members from 
3ist March, 1899, to 3ist March, 1900. 


a. 
Wragg, F. W., London 1010 0 
Gostling, A. E., Portland Place 


Leach, E. H., Newmarket ; 
Walker, Veterinary Captain, A.V.D., India 10 10 6 
Kettle, B., Market Drayton 010 0 


Total £5210 6 


Donations from 31st Mar. 1899, to 3ist Mar. a 
£ s. a. 


Simpson, J. F., Maidenhead 

Peacey, E., Royal Veterinary College 

Central Veterinary Medical Society, 
per A. L. Butters, Secretary 

Holmans & Sons, Lee Green 

Jagger, H. C., Bicester 

Irving, P., Leamington Spa 

Simpson, J. F., Maidenhead (second 
donation) 
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BALANCE SHEET, 


MARCH 3lst, 1900. 


W. F. Barrett, Esq., Hon. Treasurer, in Account with the Victoria Veterinary Benevolent Fund. 


RECEIPTs. 

£s. d. 
Balance in Bank (April 1st, 1899) 155 15 3 
Interest on Investments ‘ 14 9 3 
Subscriptions 120 2 6 
Life Members 5210 6 
Donations bee 65 9 5 
Deposit .. 700 0 0 


£1108 611 
Invested in Consols, £800. 


PAYMENTS, 

& 

Printing, &e. 1 9 3 
Deposit at Bank 100 0 0 
£1108 611 


Particulars of relief during year ending 31st 


March, 1900. 

2a. d. £s. d. 
Mrs. R. 12 0 0 Mr. B. 700 
Mrs. P. 12 0 0 Mr.H. 6 0 0 
Mrs. H. 5 0 0 
Mrs. R. 12 0 0 
Mr. L. 3 00 £62 0 O 
Mrs. C. 6 0 0 


We certify that we have examined the above accounts and in our opinion they are correct. 


(Signed) J. 
G. 


WOODGER 


WARTN ABY, } Hon. Auditors. 


VETERINARY SOCIETIES. 


CENTRAL 
VETERINARY MEDICAL SOCIETY. 


An ordinary general meeting of the Society was held at 
the Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons, 10 Red Lion 
oe. on Thursday, May 3rd, 1900. Mr. Matthew 

arke, President, in the chair. There were present :— 
Messrs. A. L. Butters, W. A. Stainton, L. Savournin, 
W. Perryman, R. Porch, S. H. Nye, F. O. L. Walpole, 
J. Macqueen, H. Singleton, W. E. Murts, M. J. Carroll, — 
J.A. Nunn, J. Rowe, C.J. Humphrey, Sidney Villar, 
E.S. Shave, C. W. Brown, and E. L. Stroud (hon. sec.), 
and five visitors. - 

On the motion of Mr. Porch, seconded by Mr. Savour- 
nin, the minutes of the last meeting were taken as read 
and confirmed. 


congratulations to your Royal Highness upon your 
age escape from the intel attempt on your 
ife at Brussels. 
I have the honour to be 
Your Royal Highness’s 
most obedient and devoted Servant, 


Matruew CLARKE, President. 


and announced that the following reply had been re- 
ceived’by the President :— 


“ Marlborough House, 
all Mall, S.W. 
Sir Francis Knollys is desired by H.R.H. The Prince 
of Wales to express to the President and Fellows of the 
Central Veterinary Medical Society his warm thanks for 
their kind congratulations on his merciful escape in the 
recent attempt on his life. 
April 23rd, 1900.” 


The Secretary read letters from Mr. Hurndall and 

ajor Moore regretting their inability to be present. | 
Also a letter from Mr. Caton, of Mile End Road, request- 
ting that his resignation should be placed before the — 
meeting. He also read a letter from the South Durham | 
and North Yorkshire Veterinary Medical Association and — 
the Border Counties Veterinary Medical Association re 
election of Council of the Royal College of Veterinary — 
Surgeons. 

The Secrerary then read the following letter that 
had been sent to H.R.H. The Prince of Wales in 
accordance with the resolution passed at the last 
meeting :— 


THE CENTRAL VETERINARY MEDICAL SOCIETY. °* 
10 Red Lion Baer, 


olborn. 
April 5th, 1900. 
To His Royal Highness Tue Prince or WALES. 
ir 


The Fellows of the above Society at their meeting this 
‘vening unanimously desired me to convey their heartiest 


Mr. Burrers thought that an old Fellow of the Society 
like Mr. Caton should be asked to reconsider his decision. 
It would be a very great pity to lose him. At one time 
he used to be a very regular attendant, and on more than 
one occasion had contributed a paper to the Association. 
He moved : “ That the Secretary be instructed to write 
and ask Mr. Caton to reconsider his decision.” 

Mr. Porcu seconded the resolution, which was 
carried. 

MorsipD SPECIMENS. 


Prof. Wooprorre Hitt exhibited the!heart of a young 
cockerel which had died that morning in the act of 
copulation. He explained that it simply rose from off 
the hen and dropped dead from over-excitement. The 
specimen was sent to him from a gentlemen who said 
that he let the fowls out of the house at 8 o’clock in the 


| morning, giving them some wheat and a little mess; at 


that time the cockerel appeared in good health. At8.30 
he saw him leave a hen and fall flat on the ground. He 
sprang about a foot high and dropped dead about 40 
seconds after leaving the hen. The heart was about 
twice the natural size. 
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Mr. Porcu exhibited a specimen of the os pedis from | 
amare. The mare had performed a journey, and on 
coming back she was found lame in the stable. He 
kept her for some time, suspecting a fracture of the os 
corone, or a split pastern. The mare died, and he made 
a post-mortem, and found rather an uncommon sort of 
fracture which he thought might be of interest to the 
Association. The wing of the os pedis was fractured 
clean away some distance back. He also mentioned a 
ase of azoturia in theforeshoulder. Just before coming 
to the meeting he was called to see a mare who had been 
off work for about two days with lameness. H32 had at 
that time about five cases of azoturia affecting the fore 
limbs, a thing he had only once met with before. There 
was the swelling of the muscles of the shoulders and the 
diagnostic dark-coloured urine. On using a catheter he 
found that it was undoubtedly a case of azoturia. 

Mr. SAVOURNIN said it seemed to him that in the 
specimen of bone exhibited, the navicular bone was 
rath 2r tco small for the size of the os pedis. 

Prof. MAcqurEN asked how long the horse was sup- 
posed to be lame from the fracture. 

Mr. Porcu said about 4 or 5 days. 

Prof. MACQUEEN pointed out that the specimen indi- 
cated very old standing disease of the os pedis and the 
Os corone. 

Mr. Porcu said the mare had been fired two years 
previously. She had been lame on and off, but with a 
few days rest she usually returned to work. 

Prof. MAcQuEEN said he formed that opinion because 
ot the difference in the size of the plantar foramen. The 
right one onthe unfractured side was normal, but the 
one on the fractured side was extremely small. There 
was a double fracture ; the mare really had had a ring 
bone, and the fracture apparently was an ante-mortem 
one. It looked like an old standing case of disease of 
the foot. The os pedis was diseased on more than one 
surface, and the os corone was also diseased. The gpeci- 
men would be still more interesting if the history of the 
case was known from thejstart. 

Mr. Porc said the mare had suffered from ringbone 
for probably three years. She was fired and worked 
constantly with intermittent lameness. Probably she 
might have been blistered once or twice afterwards, but 
till she did her work and went practically sound. The 
shape of the fuot became abnormal and there was cun- 
siderable bulging at the front part. 

Mr. Burrers thought the second case mentioned by 
Mr. Porch was a most interesting one, and considered 
that the members would like to hear at some future date 
the progress the case has made. He had had some 
experience of azoturia, but had certainly never met a 
case in which the muscles of the fore-quarters were in 
any way affected ; it had been generally the muscles of 
the loins and quarter. 

Mr. Porcu promised to furnish the members with par- 
ticulars of the progress of the case. 

Major Nuww exhibited a photograph showing the 
effect of a Lee-Metford bullet which was fired as an ex- 
perimental shot at a carcase of mutton. It showed the 
effect of the bullet on the heart, which was very much 
lacerated. The experiment was made some three or four 
years ago. 


APPOINTMENT OF DELEGATES TO THE CONGRESS OF 
Pusiic HEALTH AT ABERDEEN. 


The SECRETARY read a long letter from the Executive 
of the Congress of Public Health, proposed to be held at 
Aberdeen, in August, stating the objects of the gathering 
and inviting the Association to appoint delegates. 

Prof. MACQUEEN said he happened to be a delegate 
last year at a corresponding Congress at Blackpool, and 
he came away fully convinced that it did not pay him, or 
the Society or anybody else. The meetings took place 


simultaneously, and in order to take part in the discus- 


sions a man would require to divide himself into two, 


‘and even then little could be effected for the reason that 


the Institution was made up of a number of medical 
men, medical officers, and inspectors of nuisances, and 
people of that sort, and they of course always ruled any 
decision. A veterinary surgeon might attend a meeting, 
but he could effect no good. He had no wish to inter- 
fere with the decisions of the Association, but he was 
fully convinced that the Institute of Public Health in 
the conference such as he attended in Blackpool did not 
pay a veterinary society in sending a delegate. At that 
conference there was no reporter to note anything that 
was said by any of the speakers, and although there was 
a fairly good attendance of veterinary surgeons, their 
matured views were lost to the world. Beyond the mere 
fact of such a conference having been held there was no 
report in existence of what was said or done except of a 
resolution which was carried. It was a long way from 
London to Aberdeen, and the fare was a costly one, but 
if the Association was very wealthy he saw no reason 
why it should not send a delegate. 

Mr. Burters said he had had the privilege of attend- 
ing one Congress the year before last at Dublin, and he 
had come to just the opposite conclusion to that of Prof. 
Macqueen. He thought the veterinary profession had 
been behind-hand in not keeping themselves in touch 
with public movements in relation to health. In Ireland 
there were two reporters present, and not only was the 
meeting reported, but next day the public papers had 
leading articles on the important subjects discussed by 
the veterinary section and making reference to the ad- 
mirable address of Mr. Matthew die. who was pre- 
sident that year of the veterinary section. His idea was 
that one or two delegates from each society would be a 
poor representation of the profession, and he thought 
delegates ought to be sent to Aberdeen. With regard to 
expense, he might inform Prof. Macqueen that the Society 
was not a wealthy one. 

Prof. MAcCQuUEEN said he did not say the Society was 
a wealthy one. He happened to know it was not. Mr. 
Butters had not said what benefit would accrue to the 
Society from sending delegates to Aberdeen. 

Mr. Butters said he did not think any benefit would 
accrue to the Society in particular, but the general pro- 
fession would reap the benetit. If the Society was not 
public-spirited enough to do something which would 
benefit the profession generally, he thought its public 
spirit was very low indeed. He therefore proposed 
“That two delegates from this Society be sent to the 
Aberdeen Congress in August.” 

Mr. SAVoURNIN seconded the motion. He thought 
veterinary surgeons could never advertise themselves too 
much and impress upon the public their value to the 
nation «t large as veterinarians and scientists. They 
were always complaining of being left out in the cold by 
local authorities where inspectors were sapiens for 
various duties which they considered themselves as capa- 
ble of performing as other men. The members had a 
duty towards the profession at large and towards the 
nation, and if they could do any good by advocating 
views which they held to be good for the national wel- 
fare, it was their duty to du so, even though they might 
be a little out of pocket by it. ia 

Mr. Porcn supported the motion, thinking that a 
public spirit should animate all veterinary surgeons an 
a spirit of professional welfare. He did not believe that 
that Society, or any other Society, benefitted directly by 
sending delegates, but if the profession allowed suc 
Congresses to be held without participating in any Way, 
they would be ignored entirely. Although it would cost 
the Society something to send delegates, he thought 
money might be spent in a much worse way. 

Prof. MacqugEN reminded the members that under 
the rules of the Institution of Public Health veterinary 


surgeons were not eligible as Fellows of the Institution, 
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but could only become Members. ‘The result was that 
at the Congress the veterinary surgeon occupied a lower 
rade than a medical man, or the medical officers of 
health. He hid resigned his membership of the Insti- 
tution simply because he considered that he was just as 
much entitled to become a Fellow as any other 
applicant. 

r. HUMPHREYS thought a delegate should certainly be 
sent, if not two. If veterinary surgeons were always 
going to hang back they would never go forward. The 
question was to find a man who could devote his time to 
represent the interest of the Society at the Congress, 
as it was not every practitioner that could leave his 
practice. He thought a resolution might be passed de- 
ciding to send delegates, but the appointment of the 
delegates themselves should be left over until the next 
meeting. 

On the resolution being put it was agreed to. 

On the motion of Mr. Burrers, seconded by Mr. 
HuMPHREYS, it was left to the next meeting to make the 
appointments, members if they wished, notifying the 
Secretary the names of those whom they thought 
suitable. 

Mr. Vi~uar asked whether the Institute of Public 
Health in inviting the Society to send delegates invited 
also a subscription to the Congress. 

Mr. Butters said that the delegates were exempt from 
payment. 

Prof. MACQUEEN pointed out that the letter said a 
copy of the proceedings might be obtained for a payment 
of a guinea. 

Mr. Butters said that was so, but it was not obliga- 
tory to purchase copies of the proceedings. 

Mr. FranK MosEpDALgE, M.R.C.V.S., was nominated by 
Mr. MatTtHEW CLARKE, and Mr. C. J. Humpurey for 
election as a Fellow of the Society. 


PAIN AND CRUELTY. 
By L. Savourntn, M.R.C.V.S. 


Mr. President and Gentlemen,—It is my privilege to 
address you this evening upon a subject of considerable 
importance and interest. Pain and cruelty, and the 
various questions arising therefrom, are matters that are 
forced upon our notice every day of our lives. Pain— 
because it is a symptom that accompanies nearly every 
affliction and disease with which we are acquainted ; and 
cruelty because a charge of cruelty is an incident that 
our clients have to face at various times. Even veteri- 
nary surgeons are not safe from this risk. In the case of 
horse-owners, a charge of cruelty must now be looked 
> pe as an ordinary trade risk, to be provided against as 
all other risks incidental to the working of horses and 
vehicles. A conviction of cruelty, particularly toa large 
horseowner, is not necessarily a disgrace or a crime, and 


Much more might be said upon this portion of the sub- 
ject, and much more has been said, and very ably said, 
by Mr. Barrett in a paper read before this Society not 
long ago. And to that dual authority I would refer any- 
one desiring an able and more complete exposition of the 
subject. 

Apart from its bearing upon us as individuals, the 
subject of pain and cruelty is one that affects us collec- 
tively. Our individual reputation as veterinary surgeons. 
rests upon the opinions of our clients—-a comparatively 
small, and I hope, compact body of friends and suppor- 
ters ; but our collective reputation as a body rests upon 
public opinion--a critical and not too friendly judge. 
And the chief opportunities given to the latter of judg- 
ing us is when we step into the witness-box, to have our 
remarks caustically commented upon by suspicious: 
magistrates, and reported in the press—and the more 
caustic and unfavourable are these remarks, the more: 
likely are they to find their way into print. I shall not 
be far wrong in stating that 90 per cent. of our appear- 
ances in the witness-box are due to cruelty charges, at 
any rate in London, and for these reasons I claim for the 
subject more than ordinary importance. 

I have used the words “ cruelty” and “pain.” At first 
thonght one is tempted to consider them as synonymous. 
It is needless to say that they are nothing of the kind. 
Pain is the result of accident, injury or disease ; in the 
greater majority of cases it is, in the words of mariners 
and underwriters, the act of God. Cruelty is essentially 
the act of man. One person or animal is sufficient for 
pain to exist; there must be two for cruelty—one to 
cause, the other toendure. Pain isa passive act ; cruelty 
an active one. Either can exist without the other. Asa 
rule they are co-existent, yet the exceptions are by no 
means rare. 

In the first place it would be well to determine the 
meaning of the two words. Cruelty may be defined as 
the unjustifiable infliction of pain. This definition is 
short, and will prove a safe guide to the determination 
of cruelty as the question presents itself to us in every-day 
life, although it would not satisfy the compiler of a modern 
dictionary. 

This definition unfortunately suggests the further 

uestion : What is pain? I shall not attempt to define 
this It is one of those things that are more easily 
understood than described ; but as a contribution to its 
proper understanding, the following points may be noted. 
Pain or suffering may be physical or mental ; that is, may 
be suffered by the body or the mind. Physical or bodily 
pain is that which concerns us most as veterinary sur- 
geons, but some remarks on mental pain will not be out 
of place. 

Anxiety and worry are mental sufferings, and the con- 
stant folios nagging, and scolding of one person by 
another is cruelty. Fear and terror are mental suffer- 
ings, and to deliberately cause this to another person or 
animal is cruelty. This kind of cruelty has long ago 


isnot looked upon as such by his fellow men in the 
trade. Of course there are cases of cruelty that reflect | 
serious disgrace upon all connected therewith, but when 
we consider how much a _horseowner is at the mercy of | 
circumstances over which he has little control, especially | 
the behaviour of his drivers and horsekeepers, a charge 
of cruelty must, I think, be looked upon as a risk inci- | 
dental to the nature of his business. ; 

To a veterinary surgeon an accusation of cruelty is of 
the utmost seriousness. It strikes at the very founda- 
tion of his personal character and professional honour. 
A cruel veterinary surgeon isa thing almost inconceiva- | 
le. Few, comparatively, as these charges have been, 
they have, none the less, been far too numerous. The 


been recognised in the divorce courts. (I nn inciden- 
tally remind this meeting, as bearing on the subject, that 
some years ago, when a young earl and his countess 
paraded their matrimonial squabbles in the divorce 
court, the House of Lords, on appeal, decided that the 
lady was guilty of cruelty “within the meaning of the 
Act,” when she persistently and publicly accused her 
husband of a crime of which she had reason to believe 
he was not guilty). I am not aware that any attempt 
has been made to make the infliction of mental suffering 
upon animals cruelty in a legal sense. 

It is when we come to consider physical or bodily pain 
that we enter a wide field of controversy. From the sti 


fact that the greater number have been dismissed is, | of a gnat to those serious injuries that are able to kill 
sre facie, proof that they ought never to have been ‘almost instantaneously by the intensity of the pain they 

rought. Yet, next to a man who owns horses, the man | cause—from a small boil whose presence is scarcely 
who attends them is the most likely to be accused of | noticed by the animal, to the intense agony of a twisted 
cruelty, 'gut—we have a wide range of pains and sufferings that 
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appal by their extent, and help us to realise the nobility 
of a profession whose chief duty is to alleviate and mini- 
mise them. The existence of pain is one of the most 
valuable diagnostic symptoms we have. Yet to be of 
any value it must be localised. The question: “ Where 
is a horse lame?” means “ Where is the pain that causes 
the lameness?” and to hunt the pain down to its actual 
locality is the most frequent, and sometimes the most 
difficult problem that our profession can put to us, 
especially if the pain be slight. We have to increase the 
pain to satisfy ourselves of its position, by manual pres- 
sure, or by flexing and extending the suspected joint, an 
instance of the justifiable, nay, necessary infliction of 

ain. Asarule, heat and swelling exist, but the injury 

as to be more than slight to increase the temperature of 
the skin sufficiently to enable the human hand to detect 
it. This is particularly so in the upper portion of a limb 
or the body, where heat may have some distance to 
travel before it reaches the skin. Watching a leg that 
has been fomented is useful. The patch of skin that 
dries first is of a higher temperature than the parts sur- 
rounding, and should be examined further. 

As I have already pointed out, one can inflict pain 
without being cruel. Everyone of us in the exercise of 
his profession, necessarily inflicts pain upon animals. The 
use of the whip, of the twitch, of the lance, of the probe, 
and other daily acts of our lives, cause more or less 
pain to animals. Yet, conceive the folly of calling us 
cruel on those grounds. I might mention tiring and 
blistering, and the performance of minor operations, but 
{ recognise that in so doing I am entering controversial 
ground, for the existence of anzsthetics must not be for- 
gotten. Of course the line must be drawn somewhere, 
and the question as to how far one may go without the 
use of anesthetics is a matter of conscience ; though I 
fear that it is more often decided by the nature of one’s 
surroundings, and the exigencies of the situation. Take 
another instance. A horse falls lame at work. One is 
entitled to walk him hong, notwithstanding the pain 
resulting therefrom, unless of course the pain is excessive. 
And even if the pain be excessive, one might be com- 
pelled to walk him home if, as in a country district, no 
neighbouring stable or conveyance were available. [ 
might multiply instances indefinitely showing that the 
infliction of pain is not necessarily cruelty. 

I shail no doubt be reminded that the law has laid 


down rules for the determination of the question as to 


when an act becomes criminal, and that the higher 
courts have laid down the axiom that intent is the deter- 
mining factor. It might therefore be said that a man 
cannot be held to be guilty of cruelty unless he intended 
to be cruel. But if that is so, nine-tenths of the convic- 
tions for cruelty in this country are wrong in law. Few 
civilized beings would deliberately inflict pain upon an 
animal for no other reason than to make it suffer, and a 
man does not work a lame horse because it is in pain. 
I should say that in the greater majority of cases the 
actual cause of cruelty is carelessness, Necessity and 
ignorance account for the remainder. Those of us who 
have any experience of police courts will know that the 
«nestion of intention is never entered upon. “Is the 
lorse lame ?” and “ Did he leave the stable lame?” are 
the chief questions to be determined. If they can be 
answered in the affirmative, a conviction follows. Even 
ignorance is not accepted as an excuse. In theory, it is 
the duty of the prosecution to prove guilty knowledge, 
but in practice it is left to the defence to prove ignorance; 
and how can a man prove a negative? “If you did 
not know, you ought tc have known,” I have heard 
magistrates say more than once. I have witnessed in 
several police courts, cases where a driver has been fined 
for driving a horse unfit for work, a horsekeeper fined 
for sending it out, and the owner, who had not seen the 
horse for weeks, fined—for what? As a layman I ask 


our legal authorities, should an owner be fined under 
such circumstances ? 

On the other hand, at one police court, with whose 
practice I have some acquaintance, I can say that I have 
never known an owner fined unless there was satisfac- 
tory evidence that he had seen the horse while in its 
unfit state, and knew that it was at work, or about to 
go to work. 

Although deliberate and wilful cruelty should be, and, 
I hope, is rare, yet one cannot overlook the fact that a 
certain amount of cruelty is latent in our nature, and 
has not been entirely eliminated by civilization. Time 
was when primeval man killed from necessity, for pro- 
tection, or to obtain food. But gradually the pleasure 
of inflicting wounds took hold of his unrestrained 
nature, until he reached the atrocities such as are yet 

ractised by savages upon their captives. 1am speak- 
ing not of that law of Nature that the strong shall 
prey upon and destroy the weak, and by mutual des- 
truction bring about the survival of the fittest, but of 
the tendency in the individual to cause pain in others 
for pain’s sake. The child who pulls flies to pieces will 
grow up into the boy who stones cats and dogs Un- 
less this tendency is checked by precept and education 
we would get a man who delights in bull and bear 
baiting, cock-fighting, and other so-called “ sports ” of past 
days. Even now though we should hesitate to set two 
dogs fighting, a spontaneous dog fight has a wonderful 
attraction for the man in the street. Some of our field 
sports could be improved upon a humanitarian point of 
view. I mention all these facts, not in a spirit of levity 
or condemnation, but because I believe that if viewed 
scientifically they are interesting examples of devolution 
(if I may use that term), a tendency to revert to an 
original type, and they show that deep in our nature 
there is a “something” which, if given unrestrained 
vent, would, in a few generations, transform us into 
pain-inflicting savages. The subject is an interest- 
ing one, but somewhat beyond the scope of this 

aper. 

¥ No charge of cruelty should be adjudicated upon 
without veterinary evidence, and the veterinary surgeon 
called upon to examine a horse in such cases, and to 
testify to its condition, should remember that a grave 
responsibility is thrown upon him. We are entitled as 
ordinary men to express our opinions as to the presence 
or absence of cruelty, but when called as witnesses in a 
charge of cruelty, it is no part of our duty as veterinary 
surgeons to say whether or not cruelty exists. Ours is 
the duty of determining if pain exists, and how long it 
has existed ; it is for the magistrate to determine if the 
infliction of that pain amounts to cruelty. Pain is a 
question of pathology, cruelty a question of law; you 
are the judge of the first, the magistrate of the second. 
Pain relates to the animal, cruelty to the man. Pain is 
a matter between yourself and your patient, cruelty 
between the judge and the man. Pain is shown 
by the animal’s ,conduct, cruelty by the mans con- 
duct. You are to interpret the first, the magistrate 
the second. If you say that an animal cannot work 
without pain, you are speaking as a scientific witness. 
[f you say that it is cruelty to work the animal, you are 
speaking as an advocate for the prosecution. 

‘For these reasons [ say that it is no part of our — 
to determine the question of cruelty. If asked the usua 
question “Is it cruelty to work the horse?” answer yes 
or no, such as your judgment directs ; but do not volun- 
'teer the information that it is or is not cruelty. Better 

never to use the word cruelty at all. Over and oy 
again I am asked: “Is it cruelty to work the horse A 
and my answer is: “The horse cannot work — 
pain.” By so doing you throw upon the magistrate 
responsibility of declaring it to be cruelty, a duty d oe 
is rightly his. Again, in cases where you have to 
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with a horse that extreme old age and debility have 
rendered unfit for further work, but where actual pain is 
not present, you are entitled to say that to put the horse 
to such work as he was doing is to overload him, and the 


question of cruelty in such a case, more than in any 


other, depends upon the defendant’s intention, know- 
ledge or ignorance, position and other circumstances. 
Leave the magistrate to decide all hat. Prima facie, 
in the case of a wealthy firm, or a large stud, such a case 
would be cruelty, but in the case of a poor man—? 
Again, I say, let the magistrates decide. Then, if you 


are for the defence, think how useful it would be, to be 


able to say fearlessly that there was no pain—a fact 
that the other side would probably find themselves bound 
to admit—whereas you could not say with equal truth 
that there was no cruelty. 

In ordinary life, and in every-day exercise of his pro- 
fession, no better judge of cruelty to animals can be than 
the veterinary surgeon, especially if his heart and head 
act in accord with one another, and the sentiment of one 
does not warp the judgment of the other. If that were 
the case, one might do a greater wrong in attempting to 

unish a lesser one. If there be doubt, let the human 

ing have the benefit of it. That is both law and jus- 
tice, even in ordinary life, both on account of might— 
man being the ruling animal, and on account of right— 
‘man being the higher animal. 

I would also advise not tosay too much when giving 
evidence. Do not give acatalogue of all the little un- 
soundnesses that a horse may have. If he is lame in 
front from corns, there is no need to mention that he has 
spavins behind, unless they also cause lameness. If he 
‘has one or two small sores, there is no need to point them 
out unless they are in the way of harness. A horse may 
have a sore on the back and yet work well in double 
harness, particularly in the scanty harness of a bus or 
tram. Ifthe charge is one of sore shoulders, and no 
lameness exists, why mention that you have discovered 
splintor thrush? It is true they are there, but what 
have they to do with the case? I have listened in police 
courts to accounts of horses that have reminded me of 
Shakespeare’s‘description of Petruchio’s bridal steed. This 
is apt to give a casual listener an awful opinion of that 
horse’s condition, and to make him look upon the defen- 
dant as a monsterin human shape. We must remem- 
ber that we are not examining a valuable horse for 
‘soundness, but only to discover if pain exists to any 
appreciable extent. Besides, magistrates are only lay- 
men in veterinary matters, and not in a position to 
differentiate, no matter what may be their opinion of 
themselves. This is particularly so in the case of county 
magistrates, where we find all sorts and conditions of 
men sitting in judgment upon their fellow men. A 

nch composed of local tradesmen, clergymen, and a 
working man or two, is not an ideal tribunal to try a 
-charge of cruelty, and unless the veterinary evidence is 

upon the lines I have ventured to lay down, a 
harsh judgment is likely to follow.. A hunting man or 
two would be a welcome addition, but perhaps not 
sufficient to prevent the majority from making fools of 
themselves. 

While on this subject I should like to say that I can 
conceive no class of men less qualified to judge their 
fellow-men than clergymen, not only in cruelty cases, but 
in all others. They are apt to be guided by their hearts 
rather than by their heads, and to expect a far higher 
standard of perfection from delinquents than would be 
expected by a man of the world. I have some recollec- 
tion of a charge of cruelty against a veterinary surgeon 
for having walked a lame horse from a field to a stable. 

I recollect rightly three of the four magistrates upon 
the bench were clergymen. They convicted him. I 
cannot remember the details of the case, but I do not 

ink that that tribunal was an impartial one—not 

use of its judgment, but because of its composition. 


Another point I would lay stress upon is to make 
yourself understood by using plain words. Avoid techni- 
cal terms. Remember that not only the magistrate, but 
the defendant, and even the man at the back of the 
court have a right to hear and understand every word 
you utter. Do not be ashamed to say that a horse has 
fever in the feet. Reserve the word laminitis for use 
when speaking with your colleagues. Try and prevent 
being asked, “ What’sthat?” I have often heard young 
doctors use most alarming words and expressions when 
they only meant to say that the complainant had a 
black eye. It would be folly to use in court the same 
language that one would use in this room, and it 
would be useless to speak to a bench of magistrates 
as one would address the Central Veterinary Medical 
Society. 

But donot let me be misunderstood. These remarks 
are applicable to the few amongst us, not to the many, 
and I should be sorry if anything I have said should 
savour of blame or censure. But I do believe that if 
some such rules were recognised as a guide to our be- 
haviour in the witness box, our motives would not be 
misunderstood so often, and we would not have so many 
sarcastic remarks on the disagreement of experts. 
Often have I heard veterinary surgeons say the same 
thing in different words, with the result that more or 
less misunderstanding has arisen between the laymen 
engaged in the case. 

I will now, with some trepidation, say something upon 
the position of the veterinary surgeon who is called upon 
bya client to defend him against a charge of cruelty. I 
regret to have to use the word “defend.” It suggests a 
departure from the independent position of a scientific 
witness to partizanship of an advocate. Yet custom and 
practice have rewvsies § upon the expert witness so many 
of the attributes and duties of the advocate, that the 
word has come to be generally used. I am conscious 
that it smacks of impertinence on my part to attempt to 
advise my colleagues upon such matters ; yet I believe 
that certain broad principles can be laid down—princi- 
ples that cannot be departed from without committing a 
serious error. 

You all know the excited and indignant client who 
comes to you declaring that the horse is “as sound as a 
bell of brass.” He may think so, but unless you are a 
thought-reader you cannot tell. For nine cases out of 
ten know there must be something, be it little or 
much, 

Examine the horse, and bearing in mind that you are 
an authority upon pain rather than upon cruelty, satisfy 
ourself whether pain exists, and how long it has existed. 
if there be pain tell your client so,and point out to him 
that if he acted in ignorance or good faith, it lies more in 
his power than yours to convince the magistrate of that. 
You can, of course, be of use if the pain is slight, and in 
the majority of cases that will be the case ; for this 
reason—that in bad cases we are rarely consulted. In 
these the owner, on seeing the horse, recognises that his 
horsekeeper has made a serious error and “ faces the 
music.” If a solicitor is employed in the case, much re- 
sponsibility is taken out of your hands. If not, then 
you are entitled, I almost think bound by your duty to 
your client, to go further than is usually permitted to the 
average witness. To this extent—if in your judgment 
the pain is slight, the condition of the horse and the cir- 
cumstances of the case may permit you to point out that 
it may have been overlooked by the horsekeeper, that he 
may have honestly believed the horse to be fit for work, 
that the work may have caused or aggravated the condi- 
tion, and that it would almost require an expert to dis- 
cover the affliction in the first instance. 

If, however, the case is serious, and the charge well 
founded, have as little to do with the case as possible. 
To have to agree with the prosecution is useless, to deny 
undoubted facts is worse. 
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In those cases that in your judgment are free from 
pain, your duty is plain sailing, but when deprived of the 
assistance of a solicitor a bold contradiction of the story 
of the prosecution is not sufficient. Having looked at 
the horse as a veterinary surgeon and satisfied yourself 
that no pain exists or existed at the time of the alleged 
offence, you should look at the horse with the eye of a 
casual observer, and try to discover what in the horse’s 
Fp ie or behaviour led the prosecution to believe 
that pain existed. Upon that pivots the whole case, and 
it is that that has to be explained to the magistrate. It 
will be found easier to convince him that the prosecutor 
is mistaken rather than that he isa liar. In the former 
case you may possibly be doing the prosecutor justice, 
but you will certainly be doing your client a great 
service. 

My experience of Metropolitan police courts leads me 
to the conclusion that police charges of cruelty are, as a 
rule, better founded than those brought forward by the 
inspecturs of the Royal Society for the Prevention of 
pm: to Animals. With a few exceptions, a police- 
constable does not go about looking for cruelty cases. 
On the other hand, an inspector (so-called) of the 
R.S.P.C.A. has nothing else to do, and must justify his 
existence. Again, police inspectors do not care to have 
their men wasting their time in police courts on trivial 
cases, the justice of which would be met by a warning to 
the driver or a reprimand to the owner. Can the same 
thing be said with respect to the higher officials of the 
Society? If, as I believe, cruelty is getting less in extent 
and degree in London, any attempt on the part of the 
R.S.P.C.A. to keep up a monthly average of convictions 
must necessitate the meshes of the net being drawn 
closer. In fact, I believe that the Society is rapidly 
outgrowing the necessity of its existence. hen found- 
ed, cruelty to animals was no doubt rampant, but educa- 
tion and the spread of better conceptions of humanity 
have rendered the Society almost unnecessary. Ten 
years experience of its m@thods embolden me to express 
the opinion that were it to suspend its operations in 
London, the animal world would not be the sufferers 
thereby, and the suppression and punishment of 
<7 could safely be left to public opinion and the 
police. 

While on the subject I should like to enter a public 
protest against the manner in which charges of cruelty 
are “worked up” by the minor officials of the Society. 
I have repeatedly observed such cases as the following. 
A client sends for you, and on going you are shown a 
summons received a day or two ago for an alleged act of 
cruelty committed ten days or a fortnight previously. 
You recognise that, owing to the lapse of time, your evi- 
dence will be almost useless, particularly if the case be 
one of sores or of temporary lameness, and you enquire 
the reason for the delay in sending for you. The owner 
says that “he did not think anything would come of the 
case.” “Why?” you ask. Thereupon you are told that 
the day after the horse was “ stupped,” two persons called 
to see the horse on behalf of the Society, and from the 
remarks they passed to each other, and also from their 
general conversation, the owner gathered that they did 
not think the case was of any seriousness, and that no 
further notice would be taken of it. The result is that 
until the summons is received he has no idea that he will 

have to face a charge of cruelty. Iam satisfied that 
many of the inspectors of the R.S.P.C.A. are accustomed 
to thus deliberately lull the owner into a false sense of 
security, in order to ensure for themselves a “ walk over” 
so far as veterinary evidence is concerned. I certainly 
have never known a horseowner to be told at the begin- 
ning that he would very likely be summoned, and I am 
curious to know if anyone present has. I know that in 
the majority of cases, probably in all, the inspector who 
is investigating the case has to send in a report to Jermyn 
Street, and that instructions are subsequently sent to 


him to take out asummons. Until these instructions: 
are received by him, he may not know himself if a prose- 
cution will follow, but this does not justify him deceiving 
the owner in the manner I have described. It is a matter 
of regret that it should be possible to take out a sum- 
mons suo many days after the date of the alleged offence. 
In the case of police charges the driver is arrested and 
charged at once, and the owner knows, an hour or two 
afterwards, that he has to face a charge of cruelty the 
next day or that day week. 

It should be borne in mind that the officials of the 
R.S.P.C.A. have no more power than the average “ man 
in the street,” and that they have no right to enter any 
one’s premises to question horse-keepers or to examine 
horses. They. can only do so with the consent of the 
owner. 

I am fully conscious of, and I do not wish to minimise 
the great and lasting good that the R.S.P.C.A. has done, 
and is still doing to the animal world in other depart- 
ments of its work, but the punishment of cruelty is not 
the same thing as the prevention of cruelty, and, while I 
will not pretend to point out the many ways in which 
the latter can be accomplished, I must protest against 
the manner in which it attempts to achieve the former. 
As I have already pointed out, there are properly consti- 
tuted authorities, armed with more legal power to punish 
cruelty than the R.S.P.C.A. has, and to these the Society 
should be satisfied to leave the matter. 

There is one act of justice that must be done to the 
Society by any Veterinary Surgeon who attempts to 
criticise its methods. - The officials who are responsible 
for its policy deserve the thanks of every scientist for 
having kept it aloof from the hysterical follies and 
deliberate untruthfulness of the anti-vivisectionists, 
although often invited to ally themselves therewith. This: 
act of common-sense deserves the recognition of every 
scientific seeker of the truth. f 

I have, perhaps, dealt with this portion of the subject 
at too great a length, but it is difficult to speak on the 
question of cruelty without devoting some considerable 
time to a Society that has made the subject a speciality 
of its own. 

With these remarks I must bring my paper to a close. 
If I have trespassed too long upon the patience of this: 
meeting, if I have drawn my remarks in a somewhat 
dictatorial and critical tone I must express my regret. 
I venture to hope that the criticisms I have put forward 
will be received with the spirit in which they have been 
made, and I claim the indulgence of the meeting for the 
literary and other shortcomings of my paper, as well as 


‘for the discursive manner in which it has been put 


together. 
DIscussION. 


Mr. Humpureys said he should like Mr. Savournin 
to have distinguished a little more definitely between 
pain and cruelty. It was always a question of very great 
doubt whether there was pain or not. Mr. Savournin 
had said that if ‘a horse fell lame while out it could be 
walked home and that there was no interference when a 
horse was being walked home. Mr Savournin knew, 
however, that many a time a horse was walked to the 
Police Station. The horse might be able to walk home 
without undue cruelty or unnecessary pain being wt 
flicted, but it might be so lame that it was an “> 
cruelty to walk it 100 yards. He agreed with . 
Savournin that the working of a horse in an unfit state 
in nine-tenths of the cases simply arose from carelessness. 
In the Police Court it was not a question whether t . 
horse was lame, but whether there was anything Pris 
ceptible about his lameness, or if he had a sore on vs 
withers, his shoulder or his back. If the horse = 

roperly cleaned and dressed it might not be 
but it was a case of cruelty which should be — vo 
On the other hand there were many horses well car 
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that might fall lame on the road. 
directed to walk the horse home he might mect au officer 
of the Society who would take the horse to the Station. 
A horse might pick up a nail and drop dead lame. The 
nail might be picked out of his foot, but the horse was 
lame, and if it was sent home was liable to be stopped. 
It was a question whether lameness was always an indi- 
cation of pain, and he did not think it always was. There 
was a member of the Association who had an ankylosed 
ankle and walked lame, but he could walk as far any 
other member, and if he was asked whether he 
was in pain, he would say, decidedly not. Similarly 
a horse might have an ankylosed joint and do his 
work free from pain. He was rather surprised to 
hear Mr. Savournin say that in giving evidence 
it was not necessary to mention all the faults found 
in a horse. He thought it was very good advice 
not to say too much ina court, but simply confine one- 
self to yes or no. With regard to the summons, the 
owner must receive his summons within a month, and if 
it was outside a month no summons would be granted. 
As to right of entry, he always told his clients that if 
they were stopped they should take the horse home, and 
that when the inspector came with the veterinary sur- 
geon, to make an appointment for him (Mr. Humphrey) 
to be present to meet them. He had one case of a mare, 
not of very great value, who had five or six things the 
matter with her, and he said to the veterinary surgeon 
on the other side that as they differed in opinion he would 
have the mare killed. The other veterinary surgeon was 
against that course, and a note was received from the 
Society saying that if he would give his word that the 
mare should not be worked until she was sound, no fur- 
ther proceedings would be taken. He wrote to the 
Society to that effect, and no more was heard about the 
matter. 

The hour being late it was agreed, on the motion of 
Mr. Butters, seconded by Mr. Villar, to adjourn the dis- 
cussion to the next meeting. 

The meeting then concluded with a vote of thanks to 
the Chairman. 


EXTRACTS AND NOTES. 


ETHICS AND UTILITY OF EXPERIMENTS ON 


ANIMALS. 
Mr. H. B. Donkin writing to The British Medical 
Journal says:— 
“In reading the remarks on the above-mentioned 


subject by Mr. Coleridge and your reviewer in Zhe 
British Medical Journal of April 14th it struck me that 
the mutual and so- ewhat excessive courtesy of these 
gentlemen had tended to obscure in some degree the real 
points at issue. It were better, in a matter like this, 
to fight with the gloves off: to speak out, even at the 
cost of a reciprocal hostility which must be recognised 
a8 implacable. 

The position of the antivivisectionist—stated in the 
most moderate terms—is that all experiments on ani- 
tals that cause pain and are undertaken with the object 
of gaining any knowledge which may not be proved to 
the mind of the anti-vivisectionist to be of direct benefit 

mankind are wrong ; and wrong because such experi- 
ments interfere with the rights of animals on the one 

and, and demoralise the experimenter and human con- 
duet generally on the other. Many, perhaps most, anti- 


Yivisectionists go further than this, and either say or 
imply that no infliction of pain on an animal in the 
course of an experiment with a scientific object is justi- 
fable, whether or no it can be proved indisputably to 


If the man was | the “man inthe street” that the result of such an ex- 


periment is a marked benefit to humanity. All anti- 
vivisectionists apparently agree in the conviction (which 
is their usually suppressed major premiss) that all scien- 
tific experiments ar2 useless, and therefore conclude that 
all are unjustifiable. In controversy, however, many of 
their champions dispense with the logically equivocal 
weapon furnished by the animal rights theory, and 
rely mainly on their own efforts to prove the inutility 
of all experiments on animals which as yet have been 
performed. 

It is quite clear that the antivivisector’s eagerness and 
arrogation of ability to prove this inutilty must neces- 
sarily imply a charge against the so-called vivisector of 
much more than making ill-arranged and practically 
useless experiments in the name, and for the promotion, 
of science ; and really accuse him of being essentially 
brutal, and so indifferent in the matter of giving pain to 
animals as to be as happy in amusing his curiosity at 
their expense as a schoolboy, learning chemistry, in mix- 
ing reagents at random in order to see the resulting 
colours. This implied charge against experimental 
physiologists and pathologists lies at the root of almost 
all antivivisectionist controversy, though it be often’ more 
or less sedulously suppressed, and is the informing spirit 
of all the popular applause accorded to the platform 
orators of this sect. A few Sundays ago Mr. Bernard 
Shaw, modestly and justly disclaiming any knowledge 
of any science at all, roused the general enthusiasm of a 
large audience to a high pitch by his expressed opinion 
that the experimental physiologist had greater pleasure 
in the sight of the torture he inflicted than in the dis- 
coveries he claimed to make. It is to be regretted (1 
have thought since, though I hissed Mr. Shaw at the 
moment) that this frank method of controversy is not 
adopted by a really serious antivivisectionist like Mr. 
Coleridge, but left to frivolous and irresponsible dealers 
in verbal paradox like Mr. Shaw. The courtesy and 
compliments of Mr. Coleridge appear to have somewhat 
disarmed and humbled your reviewer, who fails, I 
think, to bring out with sufficient clearness in his other- 
wise most admirable reply the equivocations and mis- 
representations and omissions which mark the arguments 
of his opponent as well as those of almost all other 
propagators of the antivivisectionist cause. 

The position of those who defend experiments on ani- 
mals is that it is justifiable to inflict pain with the object 
of gaining knowledge which may reasonably be expected 
to develup physiological or pathological science, and 
thus tend to increase our means of preventing or antago- 
nising disease. The defender of such experiments also 
holds that all wanton infliction of pain is unjustifiable 
and horrible, and in practice inflicts no more than his 
justifiable object necessitates. There is, of course, no 
evidence or presumption whatever that the qualities of 
mercy and tenderheartedness towards man or animals 
are, or need be, any less in a practical physiologist than 
in any other man or woman. 

Discussion as to the probable or certain scientific value 
or the resulting utility of physiological experiment is, of 
course, futile and barren when opponents are not fully 
equipped with due knowledge of the subject. This is 
emphatically the case with anti-vivisectionists, who are 
mostly unable to judge.of the matters they are criticising, 
or biassed at the outset by the above-mentioned sup- 
pressed major premiss. Most of them have both, nearly 
all (if not all) one, of these radical disqualifications for 
fair and equal contest. 

Some of the methods of controversy, however, which 


the anti-vivisectionist delights in may, perhaps, with ad- 


| vantage be exposed even more distinctly than in the 


reply of your reviewer to Mr. Coleridge’s remarks, which 
furnish so many excellent illustrations thereof. Such 
methods consist mainly in equivocal use of words, sup- 


pression of unwelcome truth, sophistical arguments put 


q 688 THE VETERINARY RECORD May 26, 1900 
I forward with an air of finality, and gratuitous attribu- 
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i or infliction of pain on animals, which are encouraged performed experiments on animals under anesthetics, 
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the name and for the sake of science or the actual needs I am, sir, your obedient servant, 
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I will only ask the anti-vivisector whether the suffering “Weh ae f the editor of op 
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Perhaps, when wars cease, knowledge need no more long letters written by the editor to the aa Con- be 
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“mercy,” will remain inviolable said that a controversy arose about the way ons ce 
ments had been conducted under the Antivivisection 
of 1876, and the plaintiff wrote to the experimenters : 
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| a very proper course to take. That letter fell into the 
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‘hands of the defendants, who began an attack on the 
plaintiff in their journal. The libel impunged the plain- 
tiff's good faith, and the plaintiff asked them to with- 


draw the statements. The defendants refused to with- 


draw, and in reply, commented upon the plaintiff’s letter. 
All that the plaintiff wanted was a withdrawal and an 


_apology, which the defendants would not give, saying 


that it would reopen the controversy, and so this action 
had to be brought. He was sorry to say he could not 
- the plaintiff in the box, as he was too ill to attend, 


but he would call medical evidence to prove that it was 


impossible for the plaintiff to come to Court. The publi- 


cation of the libel being admitted, that would be the only 
-evidence he should call. 


Medical evidence having been called as to the plaintiff’s 
state of health, that closed the plaintiff's case. 
Mr. McCall, Q.C., in opening the defendants’ case, said 


‘there was no libel upon the plaintiff, the matter com- 
plained of being a comment upon a matter of public 


discussion. As representing The British Medical 
Journal, and in the interests of the public, they should 
hear the whole story. He would call witnesses, who 
would show what was the cause of the blunder which 
the plaintiff had fallen into. It was absurd to suggest 


that any member of the medical profession would inflict 


pain on any animal without some great aim. He would 


‘tell them the scheme of the Act under which the experi- 


ments took place, and he did so, as the character of a 


great profession was somewhatat stake. It was shortly 


as follows. The Home Secretary was authorised to grant 
licences to distinguished scientific men, who were to 
make the experiments, and to the places where they were 


‘to be made. The Home Secretary had to be satisfied 
‘that the application was on the part of scientific men. 


He had taken additional precautions, and had issued a 
series of certificates under which the kind of experiment 
and the duration of it were carefully laid down. The in- 
apector made to the Home Secretary a return specifying 
the gentlemen who held the licences and stating the 
number and kind of experiments carried out in the year. 


‘That was a printed document open to the public. The 


plaintiff alleged that the Home Secretary had shrouded 
in mystery the persons who were performing experiments 
under the Act, whereas the whole practice of it was put 
before the eyes of any one who wished to read. The 
plaintiff had started a review for the purpose of con- 
demuing persons who carried on these experiments, and 
had used strong and vigorous language. He had blun- 
dered over the purpose to which the certificates were 
put. What the defendants complained of was that the 

laintiff had sent out an impertinent circular to 73 mem- 

rs of the profession. The plaintiff was. blinded by pre- 


Judice, and there was not the slightest ground for the 


statement in the circular. He thought it best that 
the jury should see the medical men who made the 
report. 

Dr. G. V. Poore, examined, said :—He was F.R.C.Ph. 
and M.R.C.S. He was Government inspector under the 
Antivivisection Act, 1876. Certificate A was issued for 
operations without anesthetics, which were inoculations, 
feeding experiments, and hypodermic injections. It was 
clearly not necessary to put animals under anesthetics 
forsuch experiments. Certificate B dispensed with the 
killing of the animals after operation ; that would only 

granted when it was absolutely necessary for the ex- 
periment that the animal should regain consciousness. 
Certificate E, for experimenting on dogs and cats, was 
never granted except with Certificate A. Certificate EE 
extended certificate B to dogs and cats. No experiment 
could be performed without a licence from the Home 
Secretary, and the animal had to be killed after the ex- 
periment, and had to be under an anesthetic. He pre- 

red the report for 1897, which was the subject of 


injections, had been perfurmed throughout the year 
without anesthetics. That wasa fact. It was not true 
that there were 190 experimenters holding licences 
under B and EE. There were only 32 experimenters. 
A certificate had to be furnished signed by two eminent 
scientific men that a dog or cat was necessary, and that 
recovery to consciousness from the anesthetic was 
necessary for the experiment before a licence under B 
and EE would be granted. He knew where certificates 
of B and EE had been used with great advantage in the 
removal of the spleen. Surgeons were in doubt before 
whether an animal could live without its spleen. He 
did not think the animal suffered pain due to the 
anzesthetic during the operation and the antiseptic after- 
wards. The facts as stated-asin The British Medical 
Journal of October 27, 1898, were true, and the plaintiff 
was mistaken. 

Cross-examined : The certificates were entirely in the 
discretion of the Home Secretary. Inoculations were 
never provided for by the Act. Certificate A was not 
wholly applicable to inoculations. Possibly certificates 
A and E were intended for serious experiments upon cats 
and dogs without anesthetics. 

Mr. McCall: The plaintiff has not stated that it has 
ever taken place, it is only the suggestion of counsel. 

Cross-examination continued : He has never seen evi- 
dence of pain in an animal after the removal of the 
spleen. The operation of removal of the spleen had 
been known for some years. It was not the people who 
had seen the operations that objected, it was the people 
who sat at home and wrote. 

Re-examined : The removal of the spleen could not 
have been performed except for vivisection. No case 
could occur such as a certificate for inoculation being 
used for the removal of a limb. In the whole of his ten 
on 0d experience as Government inspector under the Act 

e has never heard of a fraudulent use of a certificate. 

Mr. Rawlinson : | have never suggested that there had 
been a fraudulent use of the certificates. 

Re-examination continued: There was no ground for 
saying that there was any cruelty or pain inflicted in the 
190 experiments under A and E. 

Professor Woodhead, examined, said he was F.R.C.P., 
a He received a letter purporting to be signed 
by the plaintiff. He held certificates A and A and E. 
In 1897 he performed inoculation experiments under A. 
It was not true that he applied for a certificate to per- 
form experiments without anzsthetics, and then per- 
formed them with anesthetics. In 1897 no applications 
for experiments without anesthetics were made. He had 
no experience of experiments causing pain upon living 
animals without anesthetics. 

Dr. Hewlett, M.R.C.P., examined, said he had received 
a letter from the plaintiff. He had not performed any of 
the 190 experiments. 

Cross-examined : Certificates A and E allowed experi- 
ments on cats and dogs without anesthetics. He had 
inoculations in his mind. 

Professor Penberthy, examined, said his name was not 
on the list, but he received the plaintiff's circular. He 
had only performed inoculation experiments. 

addressed the jury, 

Mr. Justice Lawrance, in summing up to the jury, said 
from the number of Zhe Verulam Review before him it 
appeared that the plaintiff was a strong anti-vivisec- 
tionist. As to the letter of the plaintiff of October 17, 
he ventured to say a more impudent letter was never 
written by one man to another. That letter was written 
by the man who was asking for damages. The question 
they had to decide was whether the article published in 
The British Medical Journal entitled the plaintiff to 
compensation. Had the plaintiff satisfied them that the 
defendants had libelled him or were the statements true 


r. Adams’ letter to the Home Secretary. He stated 
that no experiments, except inoculations and hypodermic 


in substance and matters of public interest ? The strong- 
est language that the defendants made against the plain- 
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tiff was that he was a man of straw. They must look at 
the case from all the circumstances and ask themselves 
whether the plaintiff was justified in asking for damages 
at their hands. 

The jay returned a verdict for the defendants. 

Mr. Rawlinson, Pan and Mr. G. Elliott appeared for 
the plaintiff ; Mr. McCall, Q.C., and Mr. Boydell Hough- 
ton for the defendants.— Times. 


PARLIAMENTARY 
In the House of Commons, Monday, May 21. 
VETERINARY SURGEONS AMENDMENT BILL. 


This Bill was read a second time and referred to the 
Standing Committee on Law. 


The V.S. at Mafeking. 


The Mail, which is specially fortunate in getting 
through many messages so promptly, has one which de- 
scribed the fight on the 17th, in which Baden-Powell 
routed the enemy and captured over 100 prisuners. This 
morning (the 17th inst.) at four o’clock the enemy 
managed to pass into the Baralong location. This they 
burned, the natives’ huts blazing fiercely for nearly a mile 
in length. Then, finding themselves unopposed, the 
leader of the enemy shouted, “ Hurrah! come out, you 
skulkers ; to-day we take Mafeking.” Instantly another 
man behind called out “Run, run! | are the rooineks.” 
Nearly all turned and fled, in spite of the leader piteously 
crying out, “Come back, come back ! Allmachtig, we are 
surrounded.” They were. 

It appears that the Boers surprised and captured Lieut- 
Colonel Hore, Captain Singleton, and Veterinary-Sur- 
geon Dunlop Smith, who for a time were penned up with 
about forty of the enemy in the offices of the British 
South African Protectorate, but ultimately were them- 
selves forced to surrendey, and the British officers were 
recovered. 


Personal. 


Mr. J. A. Gilruth, Chief Veterinarian, left by the 
Mokoia for Sydney on Saturday accredited by the 
Gcvernment to make the fullest inquiries into the 
characteristics of the Pn amg which has made its appear- 
ance in New South Wales. Amongst those who were 
present to say good-bye to Mr. Gilruth were the Premier 
and a large number of officials from different departments. 
—New Zealand Times, Wellington, N.Z., March 12. 


The Queen has been pleased to get the following 
a to the Most Honourable Order of the Bath 
(Civil Division) :— 

Major J. T. Tennant to be C.B. 


ARMY VETERINARY DEPARTMENT. 


From Supplement to London Gazette. 
War Orricr, Patt MALL, May 23. 


The Queen has been graciously pleased, on the occas- 
ion of Her Majesty’s Birthday, to give orders for the 
following promotions and appointments to the Most 
Honourable Order of the Bath. 

To be Ordinary Members of the Military Division of 
the Third Class, or Companions, of the said Most 
Honourable Order, viz. 


* * * 
Veterinary-Lieutenant-Colonel (temporary Veterin- 


ary-Colonel) Henry Thomson, Army Veterinary Depart.. 


Bloemfontein. 
Vet.-Capt. Blenkinsop reported glanders appeared in 
3rd Division. Thirteen horses, four mules destroyed. 
C.V.S. Hopkins is dismissed. 


C.V.S. Young arrived and placed 7th Division vice: 


Hopkins. April 21. 
et.Maj. W. Gladstone in Hospital, Fort Napier, with 
dysentery, not serious. April 22. 


Vet.-Capt. R. W. Raymond, to Pietermaritzburg, to: 


officiate as S.V.O. Lines of Communication. 
C.V.S. J. M. Tate left for the Advanced Sick Horse 


Depot, Ladysmith, and transferred temporarily to Ist.. 


Royal Dragoons, Ladysmith. 
CVS. Dalgleish convalescent. Lieut. Pye much im- 
proved, (returned to duty May 5). i 
' Vet.-Capt. C. B. M. Harris sick from jaundice at 
Howick Falls Hotel. 
Vet.-Maj. Crow, Reddersburg. 
Vet.-Maj. Smith has been appointed 8.V.O. Lines of 
Communication. 
C.V.S. Gavin, at De Aar, found two glandered mules 
in trainload going to front. 
Strathcona’s Horse said to contain glanders. __ 
Vet.-Capt Eassie and Vet.-Capt. Loughlin off 
pril 24. 
C.V.S. Cunningham sailed for England in ss. Nile. 


Ordered home ; dismissed. April 25.. 
Veterinary Officers are stationed :—Day, Stellenbosch ;. 


Glasse, Orange River ; Loughlin, Kimberley ; Deacon 
Naauwpoort, Springfontein, and Colesberg ; Eassie an 
Lawson, Bloemfontein ; Rose and Farrant, Queenstown ; 
Fail, Bethulie. April 29. 

Veterinary Officers Sick :—Williams, Lassie, and 
C.V.S. Green, enteric. C.V.S. Welsh and Trydell in- 
valided to Capetown. 


Lieut. Sullivan, A.V.D., and C.V.S. Phelan were dis- 
charged from hospital for duty the week ending May 13.. 

C.V.S. Crawford sailed in ss. Manchester Merchant on 
May 18 for South Africa. 

C.V.S. A. C. Fountain sailed in ss. Ottoman on May 
21 for South Africa. 


OBITUARY. 


RicHarD MacKINDER, M.R.C.V.S., Peterborough, 
Graduated , Lond. March 1840. 


It is our painful duty to record the death of Mr. 
Richard Mackinder, M.R.C.V.S., of Peterborough, which 
took place early on Tuesday morning, at his residence 
30 Lincoln Road, at the advanced age of 82 years. The 
news of his demise was received by a wide circle of ac- 
quaintances with deep regret, for the deceased was one 
of the most highly respected gentlemen in the Peter- 
borough district. “Born at Whaplode Drove, Lincs. he 
came to Peterborough in the year 1849, from which time 
he carried on his profession of veterinary surgeon up to 
within a week of his death. He was most devoted to his 


‘profession, and could be seen at all times and in all 


weathers driving out to attend patients. He held the 
position of veterinary inspector to the Peterburough 
Corporation, and held a similar post in the days of the 
Improvement Commissioners. For a long time the de- 
ceased was one of the deacons of the Queen Street Bap- 
tist Chapel, and was greatly respected by the congrega- 
tion ; and he and Rev. T. Barrass were very old friends. 
Mr. Mackinder took little or no part in town affairs. 
Politically, he was a Liberal of the old school, but . 
later years held Unionist principles. Mr. Mackinder a 
one time farmed part of the land of the Sewage aa 
on Peterborough Common. From the first years of 418 
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wesidence in the Cathedral city, Mr. Mackinder formed 
Jasting friendships, his geniality and his unassuming 
nature earned for him the esteem of everyone with whom 
he was brought into contact. He leaves a widow and 
five children, his only son being Mr. J. Mackinder, who 
has for many years been associated with his father in the 
business, and is also veterinary inspector to the Corpora- 
-tion. Mr. and Mrs. Mackinder have experienced a long 
married life, and had the deceased lived until June 18th 
this year, they would have celebrated their diamond 
wedding. The funeral takes place at Peterborongh Ceme- 
tery on Friday afternoon.—-The Peterborough Express. 


CORRESPONDENCE 


_ THE MATRICULATION EXAMINATION. 


Sir, 

I observe in the last number of The Veterinary Record 
a long letter from the Principal of the Dick College, the 
object of which appears to be to convince the members 
of the profession that the Council of the Royal College of 
Veterinary Surgeons has recently been behaving in a very 
unfair manner to him and his students. I have waded 
‘through the letter, and the impression which it leaves on 
my mind is that Professor Dewar has a talent, amounting 
almost to genius, for covering paper with irrelevant, 
unconvincing argument. I cannot believe that the 
Council or the profession at large desires that the 
students in Scotland should be subjected to an injustice 
in connection with the general knowledge examination 
or anything else, and if any injustice is being done it 
only requires to be made plain in order to have it re- 
moved. I hope the Professor will not be offended with 
me if I point out to him what appear to be the weak 
points in the —— which he has made to the profession. 
In the first place, I have not been able to follow Prof. 
Dewar’s argument when he tries to make out that be- 
cause four years ago we adopted the standard of general 
education which was then acceptable to the General 
Medical Council, it is inany way incumbent upon us to 
follow that body every time it moves its standard of 
examination higher. Truly that would be tying ourselves 
to the tail of the medical. profession. It is a course that 
Professor Dewar appears to be anxious to induce the 
‘Council to adopt, but it surely is a step that ought not 
to be taken without very serious consideration. At any 
rate, there does not appear to be any question of justice 
or injustice to any particular school involved in the matter 
In the second place, I gather that Professor Dewar 
considers the present preliminary medical examination 
of the Educational Institute of Scotland more difficult 
than the examination of the College of Preceptors for a 
certificate of the second class, second division ; that at 
present he hasa choice of both of them ; that he prefers 
the more difficult one for his own students ;and that he 
wants the Council to alter the existing bye-law so as to 
make the easier examination unacceptable either in 
England or Scotland. Now, whether this step would be 
a wise one or not may be an arguable question, but if the 
Council decides that Prof. Dewar’s students shall con- 
tinue to have the choice of both examinations, in spite of 
his desire to restrict them to the more difficult one 
where in the name of guodness is the injustice? I will 
hot say that Prof, Dewar has not produced any argument 
in favour of a course which seems to be opposed to the 
interests of his own school, for I notice that at a recent 
uncil meeting, when asked to explain this extraordin- 
aty preference, he said something to the effect that 
tch students were entitled to a Scotch examination. 

ut, as we all know, not all, perhaps not even the 
mority, of the students at the Dick College are Scotch, 
and yet, for a sentimental whim of their Principal, the 
English, Irish, and Welsh students are to be compelled 
tosubmit themselves to the more difficult examination, 


| and the Council of the Royal College of Veterinary Sur- 

geons is to be compelled to alter its bye-lawon general 
education, or it is to be pilloried before the profession if 
it refuses to do so ? 

Prof. Dewar’s attitude on this matter appears so ex- 
traordinary that one is almost driven to think that he has 
a card up hissleeve. Does he wish to induce the Council 
| to set up an impossible standard of general education, in 
the hope that when it is compelled to “back down” a 
lower standard than the one now in force may be 
adopted ? “ PUZZLED.” 


7 A BLUNDER OR A CRIME? 
ir, 


The remarks you have lately published relating to the 
Board of Agriculture lead me to think that the following 
_may be interesting. I was called to look at some pigs 
that were ailing. I found two store pigs suffering from 
some disease I thought suspiciously like swine fever. 
They had only recently been bought in open market, and 
T advised the owner to report them. Our Police Ser- 
geant inspected them, found one dead and ordered it to 
be buried, and said there was no need to report them as 
there was no symptom of swine fever. On my asking 
him on what grounds he acted, he informed me that he 
had orders not to report so many cases, and that he now 
had power, should he meet with a case of swine fever in 
only one or two pigs, to see to the burying of them etc. 
without reporting them at all. 

Surely there must be a mistake somewhere or what 
chance is there of ever eradicating the disease while such 
laymen have such power !—Yours faithfully, 

Tom B. Brnp.oss. 

The Warren, Long Sutton, Lines. 


THE BREAK DOWN OF THE HORSES IN THE 
PRESENT WAR. 
ir, 


At a time like the present when the efficiency of our 
Army in South Africa appears to be seriously impaired 
on account of the lack of horses, or rather the break down 
of the horses we already have out there, it is no wonder 
that one hears on all sides the query, What is the cause 
of the present break down? Various answers have been 
given, all of which have a certain amount of truth in 
them, but none quite hit the right nail on the head. 
This is simply that a horse requires a very long time to 
recoup himself after a long sea voyage. 

I fancy most horsey men in England, if asked the 

question how long would it take fora horse to recoup 
himself after an averagely favourable voyage to the 
Cape would have said—at any rate before the war—Oh ! 
two or three weeks at the most. My answer to the same 
question would be three months at the very least, and even 
then their work should be apportioned with great care. 
My excuse for writing this letter is that I have had a 
good deal to do with horses brought to this country from 
Australia, a voyage that is very similar in point of time 
to that from England to South Africa, having for the 
last four years been stationed here as the Remount 
Veterinary Officer, and during that period have seen 
from fifteen to twenty thovsand horses landed, most of 
which have been in my veterinary charge for periods 
varying from two or three days to two or three years. [ 
have, therefore, had plenty of opportunity of seeing what 
the effects of a long voyage are both on unbroken horses 
— broken horses put on board straight from hard 
work. 
The fact that a newly landed horse requires a very long 
time to recover is thoroughly recognised here, and the 
man who would either drive a long distance or gallop or 
jump on hard ground a horse only landed a month or two 
would be considered « fool. 


Of course in South Africa it has been a case of 
necessity having no law, and no doubt newly landed 
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horses had to be worked at whatever cost, exactly what 
that cost has been we have at present no details, but~ 
from the facts that leak out in the correspondents’ letters 
we can gather that it has been pretty heavy 

The reasons why horses should take so long to recover 
from a long voyage are not very far to seek if we con- 
sider that they are kept standing in practically a fixed 
penne for about a month on end. The strain on the 
egs and feet, especially the latter, is enormous, and 
though in the majority of cases horses do not lose much 
flesh yet the muscular system seems thoroughly dis- 


organised. 
E. E. Martin, A.V.D. 
Remount Depédt, Calcutta. 


Communications, Books, aND Papers RECEIVED—Major 
Nunn, Lieut. E.E. Martin, Surg. Maj. Poole, Messrs. G. 
Mayall, 8S. Villar, J. B. Bindloss, M. J. Cleary, J. McKinna, 
T. Lawrence, E.C.Winter, G.Elphick, A. E. Mettam, 
Parsons, W.A. Byrne, ‘‘ Mucous Membrane,” ‘“ Puzzled.” 

Cattle Food Analyses (Pennsylvania State College), Jrnl. 
Comp. Med. and Vet. Arch. (Phila. April), New York Journal, 
The Peterborough Express. 


Veterinary Societies—Addresses. 


Alterations for this list must be duly netified by the Secretaries 


Bompay V.M.A. 
Pres Major Jas. Mills, m.R.c.v.s. 
Vice-Pres: Vety.-Lieut. F.S. H. Baldrey, m.n.c.v.s. A.v.p. 
N. D. Dhakmarvala, Esq., a.B.v.c. 
8. N. R Ranina, Esq., G.B.v.c. 
N. Narsingrao, Esq., G.B.v.c. 
Hon. Sec. & Treas: V. E. Vakharia, Esq., G.B.v.c, 


BorpEer Countries V.M.S. 
Pres: Mr. James Lindsay, M.n.c.v.s., Dumfries 


Meetings, Second Friday of Feb., June, and October 


Caucurtsa V.M.A. 
Pres: Mr. Greenhill, m.x.c.v.s. 
Hon. Sec: Mr. T. Assheton Smith, 156 Dhurrumtollah 


Crentrat V.M.S. 
Pres. Mr. Matthew Clarke, m.n.c.v.s., Wimbledon, S.W. 
Hon. Sec: Mr. E. Lionel Stroud, m.n.c.v.s., 

29 Sprirg-st., Hyde Park, W. 
Meetings, First Thursday in each month, except August 
and September, 10 Red Lion Square, Holborn, at 7 p.m. 


Cerentrau V,A. or TRELAND. 
Pres. Mr. W. A. Byrne, ™.8.v.v.s., Roscommon 
Hon, Sec. & Treas; Mr. M. J. Cleary, m.x.c.v.s., Mullingar 


Eastern Counties V.M.A. 
Pres: Mr. W. Shipley, Jnr., F.R.c.v.s., 
Southtown, Gt. Yarmouth 
Hon. Sec.: Mr. F. B. O. Taylor, m.x.c.v.s. 
Weston Longville, Norwich 
Meetings, Second Tuesday, Feb. and July 
Guascow V.M.S. 
Pres. Principal McCall. 
Hon. Sec. Mr. John P. Small. 


Vet. Mep. Assn. or IRELAND. 
Pres: Mr. M. Hedley, F.8.c.v.s. 
Privy Council Office, Dublin Castle 
Hon. Sec. Mr. J. McKenny, M.R.0.v.8. 
: 116 Stephens-green-west, Dublin 


LancasHirE V.M.A. 
Pres: Mr. Jos. Abson, F.n.c.v.s., Norfolk-st, Sheffield - 
Hon. Sec: Mr. Harry Locke, .R.c.v.s. 
Grosvenor Street, Oxford Street., Manchester 
Meetings, 1st Thursday in March, June, Sept., & Dec. 


LincotnsHirE V.M.S. 
Pres: Mr. James Smith, m.r.c.v.s., Huntingdon 
Hon. Sec: Mr. E. C. Russell, m.n.c.v.s., Grantham 
Meetings, Second Thursday, Feb., June and October 
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Counties V.M.A. 
| Pres: Mr. J.J. Burchall, m.x.c.v.s., Loughborough 
Hon. Sec: Mr. H. 3. Dawes, F.R.c.v.s., 


Meetings, Second Friday in Feb. & May. 
Second Tuesday in August, November 


Nationa AssocraTION. 
Pres: Mr. M. Hedley, F.x.c.v.s., 


Sec: Mr. William Hunting, F.R.c.v.s. 
Treas: Mr. F. W. Wragg, F.3.c.v.s., Whitechapel, London. 


Natronat VETERINARY BENEVOLENT & Motvan 
DerFence Society. 


Treas: Mr. E. Faulkner, r.n.c.v.s., Manchester 
Hon. Sec: Mr. Sam. Locke, m.n.c.v.s. 


New Wates V.M.A. 
Pres; Mr. John Stewart, H. AND A.s. 
Vice: Mr. John Pottie, 4. and a.s. 
Hon. Sec. d& Treas: Mr. J. D. Stewart, m.R.c.v.s. 


or Eneuanp V.M.A. 
Pres: Mr. J, W. T. Moore, F.8.0¢.v.s., Jarrow-on-Tyne. 
Hon. Sec: Mr. H. 8, Elphick, m.z.c.v.s. 


Meetings, Third Friday, Feb., May, Aug. and Nov. 


Norts or Scottanp V.M.S. 
Pres: Mr. Adam Sievwright, .x.c.v.s., 


Hon. Sec: Mr. William McPherson, w.n.c.v.s., Huntly 


Ontario V.A. 
Pres: Mr. G. L. Robson. 
Sec: C. H. Sweetapple, Toronto. 


Royan Counties V.M.A. 
Pres: Mr.S. H. Slocock, r.r.c.v.s., Hounslow 
Hon. Sec: Mr. E. P. Owen, m.n.0.v.s., 98 High-st. Thame- 
Meetings, Last Friday, Feb., June and Nov. 


Roya. Scortisu V.S, 
Pres: Mr. Reid, c.v.s , Auchtermuchty. 
Hon. Sec: Mr. W. D. Fairbairn, m.x.c.v.s., Cupar, Fifeshi 


Royat VETERINARY M.A. 
Pres: Prof. Hobday. 
Hon. Sec: Mr. Clement E. Rix, R. V. Coll. 
Assist. H.S. Mr. John Hobday, R.V.C., Camden Town, N.W.- 


Scortish Merroronitan V.M.S. 
Pres: Mr. Andrew Boyd, F.n.c.v.s., Melrose 
Hon. Sec: Mr. P. Moir, m.x.c.v.s., 9 Kilmain Terr. Edinbro- 


DuruHam anp NortH YorxsHireE V.M.A. 
Pres.: Mr. J. H. Taylor, m.x.c.v.s., Darlington 
Hon. Sec: Mr. W. Awde, F.R.c.v.s., Stockton-on-Tees. . 
Meetings, First Friday, Mar., June, Sept. and Dec. 


Counties V.M.S. 
Pres: Mr. J. B. Tutt, v.z.c.v.s, Winchester 
Hon. Sec: Mr. C. Pack, m.n.c.v.s., Lymington, Hants 
Meetings, Last Thursday, Mar., June and Sept. 


SourH Wates anp Monmourusnrre V.M.A. 
Pres: Mr. E. Sayer, M.R.c.v.s., Newport, Mon. 
Hon Sec. Mr. D. G. Davies, .x.c.v.s., High-st, Swansea 
Treas. Mr, E. Sayer, m..c.v.s., Newport, Mon. 
Meetings First Thursday in March, and Autumn. 


Western Counties V.M.A. 
Pres: Mr. P. G. Bond, .n.c.v.s., Plymouth 
Hon. Sec : Mr. John Dunstan, m.2.0.v.8. St. Mellion, Cornwall’ 
Meetings, Third Thursday, March, July and November 


West or Scornanp V.M.A. 
Pres : Dr. James McIntosh McCall, Vety, Coll. Glasgow 


Hon. Sec: & Treas: Mr. J. Bishop, m.z.c.v.s., 
754 Garscube Road, Glasgow 


Yorxsuire V.M.A 
Pres Mr. M. Robinson, m.x.c.v.s. Barnsley 
Hon. Sec; Mr. A. McCarmick, .n.c.v.s., Kirkstall-rd, Leeds 
Meetings, Last Friday in Jan., April, and October. 


Camden House, High St., West Bromwich: 


Privy Council Office, Dublin Castle: 


Pres: Mr. Geo. Morgan, F.R.c.v.s., 95 Stanhope-st. Liverpool: 


Grosvenor Street, Oxford-st., Manchester 


Newgate-street, Newcastle-on-Tyne: 


Tarland, Aberdeenshire: 


The 
Counc 
to the 
very 1 
Colleg 
tained 
rather 
paying 
are mi 
incline 


desira 
annua 
careft 
inatio 
questi 
but il 
and t, 
shall 
Scotq 
Whe 
imit 
level 
raisd 
the 

now 
are 
the 


i! 
| 
| 
N 
if 
Squa: 
cil ha 
able t 
bers. 
perso 
trust 
4 many 
of wh 
salt. 
1 than a 
gracio 
vy our a 
RGY. 
College 
4 one or 
To dise 
for all 
others 
| have 
| 
| | 


